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THE ABM AND AMERICA’S ALLIES 


i) sust conclude that the Soviet Union 
fie vi capability of achieving by the mid- 
1970's a superiority over the presently au- 
theorized and programmed forces of the 
Un..ed States in all areas—offensive stra- 
tezic forces, defensive strategic forces, 
and conventional forces.”—Secretary of 
Defense Melvin Laird at Panama City, 
Fla., April 25, 1969 


in declaring that the Soviet Union could 
seize superiority over the United States 
in all military fields by the mid-1970’s, 
Secretary of Defense Melvin Laird has 
given the American people a grim but 
realistic assessment of the dangers they 
face. It puts in context President Nixon’s 
deteirr.nation to provide anti-missile de- 
fense or the United States. 


i. years ago, the Kennedy adminis- 
gravely miscalculated when it 
conc ed that restraint in developing 
iW 5. catezic weapons systems would re- 
iuVe any suggestion of provocation from 
Amer. an policy and, thereby, would 
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cause the USSR to refrain from we.nons 
development. Instead of slowing do..a, 
the Soviet Union moved ahead as fast <.- 
possible in the armaments field with max- 
imum utilization of its resources. The 
result of the Soviet arms pu-n was de- 
scribed by My. Laird in his Panama Cit- 
speech: “They (the Soviets) have th. 
capability of achieving by the 1974-7¢ 
time frame a force of 2,500 interconti- 
nental ballistic missiles in hard silos.” 


U.S. Planning Error 
In the 1961-68 period, the United States 


‘, made the tragic mistake of foreclosing 


military options. For example, the United 
States virtually ignored the field of stra- 
tegic defense, to which anti-ballistic mis- 
siles belong. Meanwhile, the Soviets pro- 
eceded with development and deployment 
of an ABM system. Ironically, the Sovie. 
Union adopted an open-ended view of t.: 
world and of conflict between systen. 

whereas the supposedly flexible Unit.: 
States virtually ruled out military options 
such as anti-missile defense and battle- 
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is clear chat the objectives of the de- 
fense-abolitionists dovetail with com- 
yaunist gims. If defense abolitionism in- 
creases, the danger for the American peo- 
ple could be very serious. S. K. Overbeck 
of Newsweek has rightly said that “if na- 
tional defense has gone out of style in 
America, there are powers that will jump 
with joy.” 

There also are many nations that will 
not fail to note if the desire for peace 
through strength is eroded. The serious- 
ness of the American commitment to peace 
and freedom has to be measured in terms 
of U.S. determination to maintain strate- 
gic military superiority. The enemies of 
peace and freedom understand nothing but 
military strength, the language of force. 
Thus an ABM is an instrument of peace, a 
means of effecting the kind of deterrence 
that prevents nuclear war. 


The U.S. Draws Away 


Today, unfortunately, there is a clearly 
manifested weakening in free world alli- 
ances——an increasing reluctance on the 
part of hitherto friendly nations to line 
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_ up as closely with the U.S. as they did in 


the past. This is an ominous developrnent 
for the American people. The drawing 
away reflects a lack of confidence in Amer- 


—jca and in our readiness to honor interna- 


tional commitments. 


If free nations believe U.S. armed might 
is impaired, that America’s strength is 
running down and that we no longer have 
the will to fight when challenged, serious 
fissures will open in the free world’s front 
against Sovict expansionism. Moreover, if 
small nations fear that America’s military 
strength is eroded, what is likely to be the 
judgment of the Soviet Union? The Soviets 
have a far greater capacity to gauge U.S. 
strength and combat readiness. 


In other words, the changed strategic 
military balance embodies the grave dan- 
ger of inviting the Soviets to take the 
type of risk which they have always 
avoided in the past. The Soviet attitude 
surely would be changed, however, and the 
war risk reduced if the United States be- 


gan to deploy the anti-missile defense sys- - 


tem that the President has said is essen- 
tial to the safety of the American people. 
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